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REPRODUCTION

IN

THE SNAKE LAMPROPELTIS PYROMELANA

Wilmer W. Tanner' and Douglas C. Cox'
Abstract.— Reproduction in L. pijromelana infralabialis Tanner is reported. Eggs were measured and weighed
and incubation time and hatching reported. HatchUngs were measured and weighed, and feeding was observed.

On 21 May 1980 three Lampropeltis pyromelana infralabialis Tanner were observed
in a small

meadow

in Pine

Grove Canyon

in

Wah Wah

Mountains in western Beaver
County, Utah. Two, a male and a female,
were returned to the laboratory at Brigham
Yoimg University by Drs. Douglas C. Cox
and Richard W. Baumann. On 24 June 1980,
this female layed five eggs, each of which
measured 4.7 to 4.11 mm in length and 1.9 to
1.72
in width, an average of 4.38 in
length and 1.786 mm in width, total weight
46.67 grams or an average of 9.326 grams per
egg. They were clustered and all adhering so
the

mm

was not possible.
The eggs were placed in a container of
damp vermiculite and potting soil mixed in
styrofoam and kept at a temperature of 78 to
84 F. After a few days, they were transferred

that separation

Venom Research Laboratory, Veterans
Administration Medical Center, in Salt Lake
to the

where they were all successfully incubated by Mr. James L. Glenn, curator of

City,

the serpentarium.

Incubation required 57 to 58 days, with

all

hatchlings developing normally and without

any physical impairments. The first hatchlings emerged on 19 August 1980, and the
last on 20 August 1980. Table 1 provides the
basic statistics.

Table
Tanner.

1.

The female parent, and additional specimens from the same area, had the scale patterns, measurements, and color patterns presented in Table 2 and Figure 1 and 2.

We

returned the hatchlings to our (BYU)
1 September for feeding experi-

laboratory

ments. While at the serpentarium, two fed on
newborn white mice.
found that they

We

preferred small lizards such as hatchling Uta

and Sceloponis. When these became scarce,
an assistant curator (Mark Seward) discovered that pinkies (baby mice) would be readily taken if they were smeared with the juices
of crushed lizards. By these methods all were
feeding within a few days.
We are most grateful to James L. Glenn
and his assistants for their aid, and to our museum staff (Mark Seward and Dr. Richard
Baumann) for their interest and care in this
project.

This record establishes a mountain chain
type distribution from the mountains east of
Beaver, to the Mineral range west of Beaver,
to the Wah Wah range, and west to the Egan
range east of Lund, Nevada. This is another
example of a disjunct distribution that occurs
in a number of the desert ranges of western
Utah and most of Nevada. Such distributions

undoubtedly developed when widespread
species were forced from the valleys as this

Measurements, weights and color pattern of

five

hatchling Lampropeltis pijromelana infralabialis
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inland desert dried, and the only suitable
habitat

Table

was
2.

in

the

higher mountain areas

Scale patterns, measurements,

315

where cooler and more moist habitats were
still

and color patterns

available.

for three adults.
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Fig. 2.

Specimen 2

total

body pattern; specimens 5 and 2

lateral

view of head.

